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HOMEiviAKERS 1  CHAT  SATURDAY,  Jan.  7,  1939 

(FOR  BROADCaSE  USE  ONLY) 

Subject:     "A  SHAVE  AND  A  HAIR  CUT— BAY  RUM,"     Information  from  the  Bureau  of  Home 
Economics,  United  Stales  Department  of  Agriculture.    Publication  offered:  "The 
Outlook  for  Farm  Family  Living  in  1939,  11  Miscellaneous  Publication  332. 
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At  last,  listeners — at  long  last  comes  an  answer  to  that  familiar  question;  Do 
wives  spend  more  in  beauty  parlors  than  husbands  spend  in  barber  shops? 

In  the  recent  Study  of  Consumer  Purchases,  the  investigators  kept  records  of 
expenses  for  barbers  and  for  beauty.     So  now  wives  and  husbands  at  last  have  some 
statistics  to  back  up  their  arguments  when  they  fall  into  controversy  on  this  parti- 
cular subject. 

Here's  what  the  Consumer  Purchases  Study  showed  about  the  personal  care  ex- 
penses of  1500  non-relief  American  families  in  small  cities  in  Washington  and  Oregon 
(The  cities  were;     Astoria,  Eugene,  and  Klamath  Falls  in  Oregon  and  Olympia,  Wash- 
ington.)    When  the  family  income  was  below  1750  dollars  a  year,  husbands  averaged 
paying  more  to  their  barbers  than  wives  for  beauty  care.    But  when  the  income  was 
shove  1750  dollars,  wives  usually  paid  more  for  beauty  treatments  than  husbands  paid 
for  barber  care. 

As  incomes  rose,  both  barber  end  beauty  shops  profited.     Naturally  people 
spend  more  on  personal  care  as  their  pocketbooks  grow  fatter.     Families  having  from 
250  to  500  dollars  a  year  averaged  only  4  dollars  a  year  for  hair  cuts  and  so  on. 
But  families  wit!    incomes  of  5  thousand  a  year  or  more,   spent  an  average  of  57  dol- 
lars a  year. 

When  the  family  income  was  below  500  dollars,  husbands  spent  twice  as  much  as 
wives  for  hair  cuts  and  otner  personal  services.  They  spent  an  average  of  $2  a  yea.' 
for  hair  cuts  and  for  other  personal  care.  Wives  spent  only  half  that  amount.  Unt. 
the  family  income  came  up  to  1750  or  2000  dollars  a  year,  husbands  out  spent  wives  on 
"looks .  But  when  the  income  was  2000  dollars  a  year,  wives  averaged  9  dollars  in 
the  beauty  parlor  while  husbands  averaged  only  8  dollars  for  shaves,  haircuts,  and 
shampoos. 

When  the  income  was  from  3000  to  4000  dollars  a  year,  wives  averaged    15  dol- 
lars on  their  "'looks"  in  contrast  to  the  husbands'  12  dollars.     And  when  incomes 
were  from  4000  to  5000  dollars,  the  average  beauty  bill  for  the  wife  was  17  dollars 
and  for  the  husband  11  dollars. 

^  Cosmetics  appeared  on  the  budget  just  as  soon  as  the  income  allowed.     In  fami» 
ies  with  less  than  500  dollars  a  year  income,  spendings  for  cosmetics  were  nil. 
•But  even  when  the  income  was  as  small  as  from  500  to  750  dollars  a  year,   some  money 
vent  for  beauty  aids.    At  this  "income  level,"  as  the  economists  say,  families  aver- 
aged 3  dollars  for  beauty  aids,  the  same  amount  that  they  spent  for  toilet  soap,  and 
a  third  more  than  the  2  dollars  spent  on  tooth  paste,  tooth  powder,  and  mouth  washes; 
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By  the  time  incomes  had  reached  the  1750  dollar  level,  when  wives  were  step- 
ping up  their  visits  to  the  beauty  parlor,  the  family  cosmetic  bill  had  doubled 
what  it  was  in  the  500-to-750  dollar- income  class.    Families  vie  re  now  averaging 
6  dollars  a  year  instead  of  3.     And  by  the  time  the  income  was  up  to  4  thousand  a 
year,  beauty  costs  were  8  dollars.     Then,  on  an  income  of  4  to  10  thousand,  beauty 
bills  were  12  dollars  a  year  or  innre, 

The  average  amount  which  the  men  in  these  families  spent  on  soap  and  shaving 
cream  varied  but  little.     When  the  family  income  was  under  500  dollars,  the  men  spen 
only  a  dollar  a  year  for  shaving  soap  and  cream.     They  spent  only  a  dollar  a  year 
until  the  family  income  was  at  least  1500  dollars.    But  when  husbands  were  making 
1500  dollars  or  over,  they  paid  2  dollars  for  their  soaps  and  creams.     And  this  was 
as  much  as  they  spent  even  when  the  income  went  up  to  10  thousand  dollars  a  year. 

The  more  income  the  family  had,  the  more  likely  it  was  to  spend  more  for  toot 
paste,  powders  and  mouth  washes.     Families  in  the  lowest  income  class  spent  only  a 
dollar  a  year  for  these  items,  but  these  having  500  to  750  dollars  spent  2  dollars. 
Eut  when  families  had  from  4  to  10  thousand  dollars  a  year,  they  were  spending  6 
dollars  instead  of  1  dollar  on  these  items. 

Other  toilet  articles  and  preparations  such  as  cleansing  tissues,  powder  puf: 
end  sanitary  supplies  appeared  in  much  the  same  way  on  the  budget.     They  represented 
a  yearly  spending  of  less  than  50  cents  when  the  family  income  was  750  dollars  a 
year  or  less.    By  the  time  families  were  getting  4  thousand  dolla.rs  a  year,  they  wer 
spending  2     year  for  cleansing  tissues,  powder  puffs  and  so  on. 

That  gives  you  a.  glimpse,  listeners — just  a  little  glimpse  of  how  much  the 
families  in  these  snail  cities  of  the  Northwest  allowed  themselves  for  persona,l 
appearances,  not  including  clothes.    Whether  these  spendings  were  wise  the  economist 
don't  say.    They  simply  state  the  facts  a.s  they  found,  recorded,  and  averaged  them. 

By  the  way,  if  you  are  thinking  of  budgets  and  expenses  and  so  on  this  month, 
as  lots  of  families  are,  I'd  like  to  suggest  a  little  guidebook  that  may  help  you.  I 
This  is  called,   "The  Outlook  for  Farm  Family  Living  in  1939."     It  is  Miscellaneous 
Publication  No.  332.    And  you  can  get  a  copy  just  by  writing  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.  C.  ,  and  asking  for  it.    Once  again:     "The  Outlook  for 
Jam  Family  Living  in  1939",  Miscellaneous  Publication  No.  332  is  free  as  long  as 
the  supply  lasts.    Write  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.  C. ,  for  it 
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